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Applicants are in receipt of the Office Action 



mailed, October 12, 2007, entirely in the nature of a 
requirement of election of species, purportedly based on lack 
of unity of invention under the applicable PCT Rules 13.1 and 
13.2. Applicants reply below. 



First, however, Applicants request the PTO to 



acknowledge receipt of Applicants' papers filed under section 
119 . 



Applicants have been ''required to elect a particular 



compound for the treatment of malaria as listed in claims 3, 
5, 6, and 8." As Applicants must make an election even if the 
requirement is traversed, Applicants hereby respectfully and 
provisionally elect the compound as recited in claim 5, with 



Sir: 



Monday, November 12, 2007, was a legal Federal Holiday, Veterans Day. 



Appin. No. 10/518,053 
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Reply to Office Action of October 12, 2007 



traverse and without prejudice. The claims which read on the 
elected compound are generic claims 1 and 4, and specific 
claim 5 . 



be patentably distinct from one another, but Applicants 
maintain that that is not the criterion for lack of unity of 
invention under PCT Rules 13.1 and 13.2. Thus, Applicants 
maintain that the claims do relate to a single general 
inventive concept under PCT rule 13.1 as evidenced by claim 1 
which covers all the species; consequently, the species have 
the same special technical feature as called for in claim 1. 
The PTO has so far provided no evidence to the contrary. 

Applicants' accordingly respectfully request a 
withdrawal of the requirement and examination of all the 
claims on the merits. 



of the official action, and understand that upon allowance of 
a generic claim, applicants would be entitled to non-elected 
species claims which depend from the allowable generic claim. 



Applicants do not deny that the species may indeed 



Applicants note the paragraph at the top of page 3 



Applicants now respectfully await the results of an 



examination on the merits. 



Respectfully submitted, 
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